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disclose the analysis of site-specific 
mitigation. 

Public participation is important. 
Comments from the public will 
continue to be used to:
—Identify, confirm or redefine potential 

issues. 
—Identify, confirm or redefine major 

issues to be analyzed in depth.
—Eliminate minor issues or those, 

which have been covered by a 
previous environmental analysis, 
such as the Lassen National Forest 
LRMP, and the SCSD FEIR. 

—Identify alternatives to the proposed 
action. 

—Identify, confirm or redefine potential 
environmental effects of the proposed 
action and alternatives (i.e. direct, 
indirect, and cumulative effects). 

—Determine potential cooperating 
agencies and task assignments.
To ensure that the full range of issues 

related to the proposed action is 
addressed and all significant issues are 
identified, comments and suggestions 
are invited from all interested parties. 

The comment period on the draft EIS 
will be 45 days from the date the EPA 
publishes the notice of availability in 
the Federal Register. At that time, copies 
of the draft EIS will be distributed to 
interested and affected agencies, 
organizations, tribes, and members of 
the public for their review and 
comment. It is important that those 
interested in the management of the 
Lassen National Forest participate at 
that time. 

Comments received in response to 
this solicitation, including names and 
addresses of those who comment, will 
be considered part of the public record 
on this proposed action and will be 
available for public inspection. 
Comments submitted anonymously will 
be accepted and considered. 
Additionally, pursuant to 7 CFR 1.27(d), 
any person may request the agency to 
withhold a submission from the public 
record by showing how the Freedom of 
Information (FOIA) permits such 
confidentiality. Persons requesting such 
confidentiality should be aware that, 
under the FOIA, confidentiality may be 
granted in only very limited 
circumstances, such as to protect trade 
secrets. The Forest Service will inform 
the requester of the agency’s decision 
regarding the request for confidentiality, 
and where the request is denied, the 
agency will return the submission and 
notify the requester that the comments 
may be resubmitted with or without 
name and address. 

The Forest Service believes, at this 
early state, it is important to give 
reviewers notice of several court rulings 

related to public participation in the 
environmental review process. First, 
reviewers of draft environmental impact 
statements must structure their 
participation in the environmental 
review of the proposal so that it is 
meaningful and alerts an agency to the 
reviewer’s position and contentions. 
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. v. 
NRDC, 435 US. 519, 553 (1978). Also, 
environmental objections that could be 
raised at the draft environmental impact 
statement stage but are not raised until 
after completion of the final 
environmental impact statement may be 
waived or dismissed by the courts. City 
of Angoon v. Hodel, 803 F.2d 1016, 
1022 (9th Cir. 1986) and Wisconsin 
Heritages, Inc. v. Harris, 490 F. Supp. 
1334, 1338 (E.D. Wis. 1980). Because of 
these court rulings, it is very important 
that those interested in this proposed 
action participate by the close of the 
comment period so that substantive 
comments and objections are made 
available to the Forest Service at a time 
when it can meaningful consider them 
and respond to them in the final 
environmental impact statement. To 
assist the Forest Service in identifying 
and considering issues and concerns on 
the proposed action, comments on the 
draft environmental impact statement 
should be as specific as possible. It is 
also helpful if comments refer to 
specific pages or chapters of the draft 
statement. Comments may also address 
the adequency of the draft 
environmental impact statement or the 
merits of the alternatives formulated 
and discussed in the statement. 
Reviewers may wish to refer to the 
Council on Environmental Quality 
Regulations for implementing the 
procedural provisions of the National 
Environmental Policy Act at 40 CFR 
1503.3 in addressing these points.

Dated: December 2, 2002. 
Edward C. Cole, 
Forest Supervisor, Lassen National Forest.
[FR Doc. 02–31194 Filed 12–10–02; 8:45 am] 
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SUMMARY: The Lake Tahoe Basin Federal 
Advisory Committee will hold a 
meeting on January 14, 2003, at the 
North Tahoe Conference Center, 8318 
North Lake Blvd, Kings Beach, CA. This 

Committee, established by the Secretary 
of Agriculture on December 15, 1998, 
(64 FR 2876) is chartered to provide 
advice to the Secretary on implementing 
the terms of the Federal Interagency 
Partnership on the Lake Tahoe Region 
and other matters raised by the 
Secretary.
DATES: The meeting will be held January 
14, 2003, beginning at 9 a.m. and ending 
at 4 p.m.
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at 
the North Tahoe Conference Center, 
8318 North Lake Blvd., Kings Beach, 
CA.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Maribeth Gustafson or Jeannie Stafford 
Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit, 
Forest Service, 870 Emerald Bay Road 
Suite 1, South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150, 
(530) 573–2642.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
committee will meet jointly with the 
Lake Tahoe Basin Executives 
Committee. Items to be covered on the 
agenda include: Proposed revision to 
the Committee’s mission, proposed 
meeting with the Secretary of 
Agriculture, status report of USFS FY 
2002 fire suppression deferrals, Lands 
Subcommittee update, update of the 
USFS forest fuels action plan, status 
report on the TRPA EIP update, status 
report on Pathway 2007, USACE update 
on Tahoe programs and projects, NRCS 
WHIP program, and public comment. 
All Lake Tahoe Basin Federal Advisory 
Committee meetings are open to the 
public. Interested citizens are 
encouraged to attend. Issues maybe 
brought to the attention of the 
Committee during the open public 
comment period at the meeting or by 
filing written statements with the 
secretary for the Committee before or 
after the meeting. Please refer any 
written comments to the Lake Tahoe 
Basin Management Unit at the contact 
address stated above.

Dated: December 2, 2002. 
Maribeth Gustafson, 
Forest Supervisor.
[FR Doc. 02–31171 Filed 12–10–02; 8:45 am] 
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Flotskaya, #81, Moscow, Russia, 125565, 
Respondent.
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1 From August 21, 1994 through November 12, 
2000, the Act was in lapse. During that period, the 
President, through Executive Order 12924, which 
had been extended by successive Presidential 
Notices, the last of which was August 3, 2000 (3 
CFR, 2000 Comp. 397 (2001)), continued the 
Regulations in effect under the International 
Emergency Economic Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1701–
1706 (2000)) (‘‘IEEPA’’). On November 13, 2000, the 
Act was reauthorized and it remained in effect 
through August 20, 2001. Since August 21, 2001, 
the Act has been in lapse and the President, through 
Executive Order 13222 of August 17, 2001 (3 CFR 
2001 Comp. 783 (2002)), as extended by the Notice 
of August 14, 2002 (67 FR 53721 (August 16, 2002)), 
has continued the Regulations in effect under 
IEEPA.

2 The Regulations governing the violations at 
issue are found in the 1996 and 1997 versions of 
the Code of Federal Regulations, (15 CFR Parts 768–
799 (1996), as amended (61 FR 12714, March 25, 
1996) (hereinafter ‘‘the former Regulations’’)), and 
15 CFR parts 768–799 (1997)). The March 25, 1996 
Federal Register publication redesignated, but did 
not republish, the then-existing Regulations as 15 
CFR parts 768A–799A. As an interim measure that 
was part of the transition to newly restructured and 
reorganized Regulations, the March 25, 1996 
Federal Register publication also restructured and 
reorganized the Regulations, designating them as an 
interim rule at 15 CFR parts 730–774, effective 
April 24, 1996. The former Regulations and the 
Regulations define the various violations that BIS 
alleges occurred. The Regulations establish the 
procedures that apply to this matter.

Order 
The Bureau of Industry and Security, 

United States Department of Commerce 
(‘‘BIS’’), having initiated an 
administrative proceeding against 
Alexander Zisman, 2 Flotskaya, #81, 
Moscow, Russia, 125565 (‘‘Zisman’’), 
pursuant to section 13(c) of the Export 
Administration Act of 1979, as amended 
(50 U.S.C. app. Sections 2401–2420 
(2000)) (‘‘ACT’’),1 and the Export 
Administration Regulations (currently 
codified at 15 CFR parts 730–774 
(2002)) (‘‘Regulations’’),2 based on 
allegations that Zisman violated 
sections 764.2(b) and 764.2(e) of the 
Regulations; specifically, that Zisman 
arranged for the transportation of 
computers from Germany to the 
Netherlands, and from the Netherlands 
to the Russian Federal Nuclear Center, 
Russian Research Institute of 
Experimental Physics (Arzamas–16), 
Russia, without obtaining the necessary 
license for the shipment and that 
Zisman knew or had reason to know 
that no such license was obtained; and

BIS and Zisman having entered into a 
Settlement Agreement pursuant to 
section 766.18(b) of the Regulations 
whereby they agreed to settle this matter 
in accordance with the terms and 
conditions set forth therein, and the 
terms of the Settlement Agreement 
having been approved by me; It is 
therefore ordered:

First, that a civil penalty of $20,000 is 
assessed against Zisman, which shall be 
paid to the U.S. Department of 

Commerce within 30 days from the date 
of entry of this Order. Payment shall be 
made in the manner specified in the 
attached instructions. 

Second, that, pursuant to the Debt 
Collection Act of 1982, as amended (31 
U.S.C. 3701–3720E (2000)), the civil 
penalty owed under this Order accrues 
interest as more fully described in the 
attached Notice, and, if payment is not 
made by the due date specified herein, 
Zisman shall be assessed, in addition to 
the full amount of the civil penalty and 
interest, a penalty charge and an 
administrative charge, as more fully 
described in the attached Notice. 

Third, that for a period of five years 
from the date of this Order, Zisman, his 
successors or assigns, and when acting 
for or on behalf of Zisman, his officers, 
representatives, agents or employees 
(‘‘denied person’’) may not, directly or 
indirectly, participate in any way in any 
transaction involving any commodity, 
software, or technology (hereinafter 
collectively referred to as ‘‘item’’) 
exported or to be exported from the 
United States that is subject to the 
Regulations, or in any other activity 
subject to the Regulations, including, 
but not limited to: 

A. Applying for, obtaining, or using 
any license, License Exception, or 
export control document; 

B. Carrying or negotiations 
concerning, or ordering, buying, 
receiving, using, selling, delivering, 
storing, disposing of, forwarding, 
transporting, financing, or otherwise 
servicing in any way, any transaction 
involving any item exported or to be 
exported from the United States that is 
subject to the Regulations, or in any 
other activity subject to the Regulations; 
or 

C. Benefiting in any way from any 
transaction involving any item exported 
or to be exported from the United States 
that is subject to the Regulations, or in 
any other activity subject to the 
Regulations. 

Fourth, that no person may, directly 
or indirectly, do any of the following: 

A. Export or reexport to or on behalf 
of the denied person any item subject to 
the Regulations; 

B. Take any action that facilitates the 
acquisition or attempted acquisition by 
the denied person of the ownership, 
possession, or control of any item 
subject to the Regulations that has been 
or will be exported from the United 
States, including financing or other 
support activities related to a 
transaction whereby the denied person 
acquires or attempts to acquire such 
ownership, possession or control; 

C. Take any action to acquire from or 
to facilitate the acquisition or attempted 

acquisition from the denied person of 
any item subject to the Regulations that 
has been exported from the United 
States; 

D. Obtain from the denied person in 
the United States any item subject to the 
Regulations with knowledge or reason 
to know that the item will be, or is 
intended to be, exported from the 
United States; or 

E. Engage in any transaction to service 
any item subject to the Regulations that 
has been or will be exported from the 
United States and which is owned, 
possessed or controlled by the denied 
person, or service any item, of whatever 
origin, that is owned, possessed or 
controlled by the denied person if such 
service involves the use of any item 
subject to the Regulations that has been 
or will be exported from the United 
States. For purposes of this paragraph, 
servicing means installation, 
maintenance, repair, modification or 
testing. 

Fifth, that after notice and 
opportunity for comment as provided in 
section 766.23 of the Regulations, any 
person, firm, corporation, or business 
organization related to Zisman by 
affiliation, ownership, control, or 
position of responsibility in the conduct 
of trade or related services may also be 
subject to the provisions of this Order. 

Sixth, that this Order does not 
prohibit any export, reexport, or other 
transaction subject to the Regulations 
where the only items involved that are 
subject to the Regulations are the 
foreign-produced direct product of U.S.-
origin technology. 

Seventh, that a copy of this Order 
shall be delivered to the United States 
Coast Guard ALJ Docketing Center, 40 
Gay Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21202–
4022, notifying that office that this case 
is withdrawn from adjudication, as 
provided by section 766.18 of the 
Regulations. 

Eighth, that the charging letter, the 
Settlement Agreement, and this Order 
shall be made available to the public. 

This Order, which constitutes the 
final agency action in this matter, is 
effective immediately.

Entered this 4th day of December, 2002. 

Lisa A. Prager, 
Acting Assistant Secretary of Commerce for 
Export Enforcement.
[FR Doc. 02–31169 Filed 12–10–02; 8:45 am] 
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